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"IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

~ W.P.(0) 10235/2018 & CM No0s.39908- 3991 1/2018 -
© W.P.(C) 10239/2018 & €M Nos. 39913-39916/2018
“W.P.(C) 10240/2018 & CM Nos:39917-39920/2018

iTHE DIRECTOR (RL) & ORS

Through Mr Arun BhardwaJ, CGSC

: VeI’SI.lS ‘

'SATYAPRAKASH . =

~ SANTOSH KUMAR UPADHYAY
... ANSHUL RAKESH -
.= KAMLESH SINGH KUSHWAHA

} WP (C)- 10241/2018 & CM Nos 39921 39924/2018 -

Petltloners

'_ ..... Respondent
... Respondent .-
..... Respondent'
Respondent o

Through: Mr. Blmlesh K Slngh Mr.Ashutosh .
‘ BhardwaJ & Ms AI‘[]&]I Sharma Advs

" CORAM: . - : “
" HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE REKHA PALLI

- ORDER
— % L T 28.09.2018 o
Sl Mr Bhardwaj, learned counsel for the pet1t10ners states that he |

has obtalned 1nstruct10ns from the department to the effect that

. instead. of pressmg the present petltlons on nderits, the’ department‘

L propose to ﬁle a review petrtlon before- the Tr1buna1 for seeking

- ;revrew of the common 1mpugned Judgment dated 23 07 2018 passed" e

. in the four connected Orlglnal Apphcatrons that were ﬁled by the’

IR | ":-"respondents before the Tr1buna1
o WP (C) 102352018 & connected matters
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2.0 Learned counsel for the respondents states that apart from the
- four OAs that have been dec1ded by the 1mpugned Judgment one. OA
’ ﬁled by some th1rd party for the same rel1ef is pendlng before the

\ .".Tr1bunal and on the last date ﬁxed 1n the sa1d OA, 1nstead of argumg

’ the matter on merlts, counsel for the Un1on of Ind1a (respondents ’

| : before the Tr1bunal) had sought an adJournment on the ground that

-the present petltrons are bemg filed before the ngh Court to assa1l the

'»jjudgment dated 23 07 2018. He states that in V1ew of the sa1d

- 'iposmon the Tr1bunal had adjourned the pend1ng OA to a date in -

"-January,2019 S - s

3..3 It is made clear that the mere pendency of the Sth OA on the
. same issue as rarsed 1n OA Nos 2455/2018 2456/2018 2457/2018
, and 2458/2018 de01ded by the 1mpugned Judgment w1ll not be a

. ground for the Tr1bunal to examme the pleas proposed to be taken by

- the pet1t10ners 1n the rev1ew appl1cat10n that shall be filed before the
j : ,Trrbunal The sa1d rev1ew appl1cat1on shall be decided as per law .
: 4 Needless to say that if the Tr1bunal dec1des to- entertam such a
,-'rev1ew apphcatlon then the respondents in these pet1t1ons shall be
. entrtled to- take all the pleas that may be avallable to them to oppose |
‘ | the review apphcatlon ' o . e ,\
5 - The pet1t1ons are dlsposed of along wrth the pendmg
" appllcat1ons w1th l1berty granted tothe pet1t1oners as prayed for .~ .
. _HIMAKOHLLJ
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